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REPLY 'ro RESroNSE 'ro INFORMAL OBJECI'ION

WITF, INC., licensee of FM station WITF Tiffin, Ohio, (''WITF") by its

attorney hereby replies to the Response to Infonnal Objection filed

September 15, 1992, by David A. Ringer, applicant for a construction permit

for a new FM station on Cllannel 280A Westerville, Ohio ("Ringer").

Ringer proposes to use a transmitter site located at the same site as

the carrmi.ssion's reference coordinates for Cllannel 280A westerville, Ohio.

'lherefore, he opposes WITF's infonnal objection on the basis that lithe site

proposed in the Ringer application i.Irposes no additional restrictions on

WITF than does the existing vacant allotmentreerville.he

Ringerdoesmention,

however, is that the Conunission' s

reference coordinates are those of fonner station WBBY-FM, Channel 280A,

westerville, Ohio, when the maximtnn facilities for a Class A FM station were

3.0 kW E.R. P. In August 1989, pursuant to the second Report and Order in MM

Ibcket 88-375, the Commission increased the maximum E.R.P. for conunercial

Class A FM stations to 6.0 kW. 'Iherefore, Ringer's conclusion that his

proposal "i.Irposes no additional restrictions on WITF" is incorrect. Only if

Ringer had proposed maximum 3.0 kW E. R. P., as was available to fonner

station WBBY, would there be no additional restrictions on WITF.
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Ringer proposes a 4.3 kW E.R.P. facility with 114 m HAAT which will be

short-spaced to WITF. WITF does not consent to this proposal,1 especially

in light of the fact that at least two applicants for Channel 280A at

Westerville are proposing 6.0 kW E.R.P. equivalent facilities fully-spaced

to WITF.2

Acx::ordingly, good cause exists to accept WITF's infornal objection

against Ringer's perrling application.

Respectfully submitted,

september 23, 1992

Miller &Miller. P.C.
P.O. Box 33003
Washington, OC 20033

1 see, section 73.213(c) of the Rules.

2 As part of the camnission's proceeding adopting section 73.215 of
its rules concerning contour protection, the plain larguage of the Memoran­
dum Opinion am order, on reconsideration, states that the rule would allow
site selection flexibility where "no fully spaced sites are available."
Amerrlment of Part 73 of the commission Rules to Pennit Short-space station
Assignment by Using Directional Antennas 6 FCC Red 4356, paragraph 27,
(1991).
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I h8nIby certify that cx\ this .£<3 day of~ , 19q col..

a o:JP'i of the forego!n; dooant was place1 in the United Stabs Jail,

first class pc::lIS'tacJe prepaicl, aakessed to the followinq:

Arthur Belendiuk, Esq.
Smithwick & Belendiuk, P.C.
1990 M Street, NW
Suite 510
Washington, DC 2~036
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